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found that coconspirator’s statements to jailhouse informant and coconspirator’s
girlfriend presented sufficient indicia of reliability; whether trial court abused
its discretion when it excluded from evidence under § 8-6 (4) certain testimony
as not trustworthy; whether trial court abused its discretion when it denied defen-
dant’s motion to preclude state from offering testimony about cell phone tower
data analysis; claim that trial court failed to conduct hearing pursuant to State
v. Porter (241 Conn. 57) to determine reliability of methods and procedures
concerning cell phone tower data analysis; whether evidence was sufficient to
convict defendant of murder under theory of liability that was predicated on
Pinkerton v. United States (328 U.S. 640).
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